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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 14 and 17 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 14, line 5, "said at least one checkpoint packets" seems to refer back to "at least 
one checkpoint message" in line 3 of claim 13. If this is true, it is suggested to change "said at 
least one checkpoint packets" to —said at least one checkpoint message—. 

Claim 17, it is suggested to insert -the- before "primary egress traffic" in line 19 and 
"backup egress traffic" in line 23. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 4, 7, 9, 10, 12, 15, 17, 18, and 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Baskey et al (6,148,410) in view of Takase et al (5,283,782). 

Regarding claims 1,9, 17, and 22-24, Baskey discloses an apparatus and a method for 
preventing information losses due to network node failure, the method comprising the steps 
operatively connecting at least one backup node (105) to a primary node (100) (see abstract and 
links 102-104 connect nodes 100 and 105 in figure 1); synchronizing the at least one backup 
node and the primary node (see col. 3, lines 33-38); receiving, from a first endpoint (1 10), 
ingress traffic in the primary node (see link 151); outputting, from the primary mode, primary 
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egress traffic (see link 101); outputting, from the at least one backup node, backup egress traffic 
(see link 108); determining if the primary node has failed (see col. 2, lines 1-7); transmitting, to 
second endpoint (190), the primary egress traffic if it is determined that the primary node has not 
failed; and transmitting, to the second endpoint, the backup egress traffic from a selected one of 
the at least one backup nodes if it is determined that the primary node has failed, wherein the 
backup egress traffic from the selected one of the at least one backup nodes replaces the primary 
egress traffic to the second endpoint and the backup node becomes the primary node for 
subsequent traffic (see col. 3, lines 32-37). Although Baskey discloses, for example, in figure 1 
that the backup node 105 is connected to client 110 through link 161 to receive ingress traffic 
from the client 110, Baskey does not explicitly show replicating the ingress traffic to the backup 
node. However, replicating the ingress traffic to a backup node is well known in the art. Takase 
discloses this feature (see, for example, col. 2, lines 10-12 and figure 13 where the ingress traffic 
(cells) are replicated to node 300b). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to replicate the ingress traffic as 
taught by Takase in the system of Baskey in order to eliminate signal loss and reduce system 
recovery time. 

Regarding claims 2 and 10, Baskey discloses the primary node and the backup node are 
network routers (see abstract). 

Regarding claims 4, 12, and 18, Baskey discloses transmitting synchronization 
information from the primary node to he backup node (see col. 4, lines 54-57). 

Regarding claims 7, 15, and 21, Baskey discloses periodically assessing synchronization 
maintenance between the primary and the backup nodes (see col. 4, lines 54-57). 
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4. Claims 3 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Baskey 
in view of Takase as applied to claims 1 and 9 above, and further in view of Adams et al 
(5,444,782). 

I Regarding claims 3 and 1 1 , Baskey does not specifically disclose the primary and backup 

nodes are security engines for receiving encrypted ingress traffic and outputting decrypted egress 
traffic. However, Adams discloses encrypting and decrypting (see col. 3, lines 46-59). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 

t made to encrypt/decrypt traffic as taught by Adams in the system of Baskey in order to secure 

communication in the network. 

5. Claims 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Baskey in 
view of Takase as applied to claims 1, 9, and 17 above, and further in view of Koodli 
(6,608,841). 

Regarding claims 25-27, Baskey does not specifically disclose the ingress and egress 
traffic comprise session context information. However, transmitting session context information 
in communication is well known in the art. Koodli discloses transporting the session context 
information (see col. 2, lines 27-31). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to transmit the session context 
information as taught by Koodli in the system of Baskey in order to maintain synchronization 
and detect packet loss. 



Allowable Subject Matter 
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6. Claims 5-6, 8, 13-14, 16, 19-20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 7, 9-12, 15, 17-18, and 21-27 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

McLaughlin et al (6,415,418). 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian D. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3084. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-6:00 Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wellington Chin can be reached on (571) 272-3 134. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
infongation^stem, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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